FISHERIES (IRELAND). 



RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated u June 1 863 -,—for, 



A COPY (C of any Applications made to the Commissioners of Fisheries in 
Ireland, by the Board of Conservators or other Persons in the Districts 
of Ballina and Londonderry , to reduce the Size of the Meshes of Nets used 
for the Capture of Trout, and of the Records of any Proceedings taken 
thereon ; and of any Reports or Minutes in respect thereto made by the 
Commissioners or any of them; and of any Orders or Decisions made by 
the Commissioners on such Applications.” 



Office of Public Works, Dublin, 1 
24 June 1803. J 



E. HORNSBY, 

Secretary. 



Gentlemen, Ballina, 22 January 1856. 

As directed by the Conservators of the Ballina District, I enclose copies of 
resolutions passed at their meetings, on 31st December 1855, and on yesterday, 
in regard to a change in the size of salmon nets in this district. 

I also forward to your address, by this post, a copy of the “ Connaught Watch- 
man” and “ Tyrawley Herald” newspapers, containing the advertisement alluded 
to, and have to state that said notice appeared three times in the former and 
twice in the latter paper. 

Requesting your attention to the wishes of the Conservators, and those inte- 
rested in the proposed change, 

I am, &c. 

(signed; W. Little, Clerk. 

To Commissioners of Irish Salmon Fisheries. 



Ballina, 31 December 1855. 

A Special Meeting of the Board of Conservators of this district was held this cay at 
Mr. M'CuUoch's Office, same having been duly convened by Clerk; 

Present: W. Malley, Esq., J. p., Chairman; John Little, Esq. ; John M'Cullocb, Esq.; 
James Gore, Esq-, J. p. 

Resolved. That in the opinion of this Board the size of the mesh of nets used in this 

district at present for the taking of salmon is much too large, and wholly insufficient for 
the catching of trout, a circumstance not only productive of immediate loss to the proprietors 
of fisheries in the district, but injurious to the prosperity of salmon fisheries, from the well- 
known destruction committed by trout upon the ova of salmon, as well as upon salmon fry. 
That our clerk do therefore give due notice of the intention of this Board to make applica- 
tion to the Fishery Commissioners, to make a bye-law to lessen the size of such mesh, to 
enable proprietors of fisheries, and those interested in the capture of same— that upon the 
21st day of January nest, at the hour of two o’clock p. m., this Board will, previous to such 
application, with the view of having the general sense of the public on the subject, hold a 
meeting at Mr. M'Culloch’s office, for the purpose of hearing and considering objections (if 
any) by persons interested in the proposed alteration in the size of the mesh of salmon 

ne ^ S ‘ (signed) W. Malley, Chairman. 

W. Little, Secretary. 
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To all Persons interested : 

The Conservators of the Ballina District will hold a meeting, at Mr. John McCulloch’s 
office here, at the hour of two o’clock p. m., on 21st January instant, for the purpose of 
hearing and considering objections (if any) to their applying to the Commissioners of 
Fisheries, to authorise the alteration of the size of the mesh of salmon nets in this district to 
a size capable of killing trout. 

By order of the Ballina Fishery Conservators, 

(signed) William Little , 

Ballina, 1 January 1856. Clerk. 



Ballina, 21 January 1856. 

A Meeting of the Board of the Fishery Conservators of this District being duly convened 
by Clerk, was held this day at Mr. M'Culloch’s Office ; 

Present: Thomas Paget, Esq., j. p., Chairman ; Robert Armstrong, Esq., j. p. ; Joseph 
Atkinson, Esq. , John M'Cullocli, Esq.; John Little, Esq. 

The minutes of last meeting having been read, and copies of “ Tyrawley Herald” and 
“ Connaught Watchman” newspapers, of the respectives dates of 9th and 10th January 
instant, in which the advertisement appeared calling upon persons interested to attend 
“ this meeting, that they might state their objections, if any, to the size of the meshes of 
salmon nets used in this district being altered,” having been laid before us : 

Resolved ,— That as there has been no objections to a change in the size of meshes, and 
as the members of this Board, both from their own knowledge and from information given 
by fishermen, are aware of the great destruction to salmon fry by the escaping of trout, we 
respectfully request the Commissioners to make a bye-law for this district, authorising the 
use of a mesh of one-and-a-half inch in the square, or six inches round when wet, in place 
of the mesh of seven inches at present in use ; and that our clerk do send the Fishery Com- 
missioners a copy of this resolution, with that on same subject on 31st December last, 
together with copies of the newspapers in which the advertisement appeared. 

(signed) Thos. Paget, Chairman. 

W. Little , Secretary. 



Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

Sir, 21 February 1856. 

Referring to your letter of the 2 2d ultimo, forwarding- copies of Resolutions 
of the Ballina Conservators relative to reducing the size of meshes of nets in 
that district, I am directed to inform you that a public meeting will be held by 
the Commissioners at a convenient opportunity, and the subject fully investigated, 
before any alteration be made by the Commissioners. 

I am, & c. 

. (signed) Edward Hornsby, Secretary. 

William Little, Esq., Ballina. 



Fisheries : Acts 5 & 6 Viet. c. 106 ; 7 & 8 Viet. c. 108 ; 8 & 9 Viet. c. 108 ; 
9 & 10 Viet. c. 114 ; 11 & 12 Viet. c. 92 ; and 13 & 14 Viet. c. 88. 



Ballina District. 

Notice. — The Commissioners of Fisheries having been called upon by the 
Conservators of the Ballina Fishery district to exercise the powers given to 
them by the above-recited Acts, or any one of them, and to permit the use of 
nets for the capture of salmon and trout with a mesh of one-and-a-half-inch 
square, measured, when the net is wet, from knot to knot, or six inches in the 
round, iu lieu of the mesh of seven inches in the rouud, as at present directed 
by law, N otice is hereby given that the Commissioners will hold a public meeting' 
to inquire into the subject, at the Court House, at Ballina, on Wednesday, the 
30th day of April 1856, at the hour of one o’clock in the afternoon of said day, 
of which all parties interested are requested to take notice, in order that they 
may tender such evidence as they may consider necessary. 

And notice is hereby further given, that the said Commissioners will, at such 

meeting. 
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meeting, hear and Teeeive all such pertinent evidence as shall be offered to 
them on the subject of the fisheries, and proceed at such meeting as in and by- 
said Acts authorised. 

By order of said Commissioners, 

Edward Hornsby, Secretary. 

Dated at the Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

This 8th day of April 1856. 



Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

Sir, 24 April 1856. 

In reference to the meeting to be held at Ballina on the 30th instant, to 
inquire into an application to reduce the size of meshes of nets, I am directed to 
request you will be good enough to have ready, for one of the Inspecting Com- 
missioners, a piece of netting of the present sized mesh, and also a piece of the 
mesh proposed to be used. 

You will also be prepared with evidence to show the sized fish that can be 
captured by both sized meshes, &c. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Edward Hornsby , Secretary. 

William Little, Esq., Ballina. 



Application from Ballina District for Permission to use Nets of one-and-a-half- 
inch mesh for the Capture of Trout. 

A meeting, pursuant to advertisement, was held at Ballina on the 30th of 

A ''J >0 intelligent witnesses were examined, and we now beg to submit their 
evidence ; and on giving the subject our best consideration, we beg to recom- 
mend to the Board to assent to the proposed change, pursuant to the powers 
given to them by the 13th sec. 8 & 0 Viet, c.,108. ^ ^ 

17 May 1856. ° ,f - J - F f emdl 



Consideration deferred for a more detailed report and further consideration. 
5 June 1856. 



Extract from the “ CoDnaught Watchman,” 7 May 18 o 6 . 



Moy Fishery, Joseph Atkinson, Marti .Hand dey, Esqmre , which notice, he 
Mr. Barry commenced by ”*"5 parties interested in the impor- 

said, was given in consequence of an ajpl anolications had been made from other places, 
tant salmon fisheries of this district. S PP case was to decrease the she of the 

and meetings held. The object sought P admit of trout heme cauulit, which 

mesh of the nets used for the taking ' of sa moo . ° *f h “‘ ^ T f n tage of taking 

are alleged to he very destine tire £*»■**» f “ to benefit the fiKrfes. The 

trout was twofold— to prevent the degruch J. Commissioners to alter 

8 Sc 9 Viet. c. 108, s. H (which Mr. Bar^ .«“) i 5 The obieet of the meeting was for the 
the size of the mesh, under cer am c “vu afford" time to communicate with persons 

purpose of making inquiry on the He himself had 

interested, and to give anglers up-rive PP T an J the fish had been 

observed that when the 10 -ineh mesh wa “/^‘J^^ebbed off. He at that 
much damaged by becoming entan ^ed l ^ ob “ taining leave to have the mesh made 

time made a representation of it, a thrnntrhoat Ireland. A complaint has been 

smaller, which has given geneia sa is ground an application is made to reduce 

made that trout cannot be cap tired a odonth s gr mud i an app » ^ iBt£][ 

the size of mesh from 1| in. to 11 in. in the square, it was persons 
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persons propounded the doctrine that trout should be got rid of altogether, as beino- very- 
destructive to salmon fry; and Mr. Jago, in his work, recommends that all means should be 
taken to destroy them. That might be going too far ; but if there was no objection raised 
it might be well to capture so valuable a fish. Mr. Barry would be most happy to listen to 
whatever remarks any gentleman present might wish to make, or to any objection to the 
proposed change. 

Mr. Gore remarked that there was no person who was in the habit of ano-ljno- that must 
not admit that trout are most injurious to salmon fry. 

Mr. Little produced some specimens of the nets in use in the Moy Fishery, and requested 
to be allowed to examine some witnesses. 



Owen M'Nulty sworn; and Examined by Mr. Lillie. 



Is 67 years old ; knows the Moy Fishery since his infancy, and has been employed in it 
41 years ; there are not so many trout caught now as before the mesh was changed, hardly 
any to signify. Formerly the mesh was made as small as it could be worked, and If in. 
was the largest; only in the bosom and the two arm-sheets of the net were the small-size 
meshes ; the bosom is the centre of the net where we draw the fish, and is eight or ten yards 
long; the entire length of the net is about 220 yards; the remainder of the meshes were 
nine inches all round. In those days they often brought in 5 cwL Of trout, weighing from 
i oz. to 2 lbs. each ; used to catch herring in the net, and very small salmon, which were 
always thrown back to the river; they do not catch one out of 500 trout they used to 
catch. Witness is a water-keeper as well as fisher; and from his knowledge as a water- 
keeper, he now sees three times the number of trout that he formerly did. 

To Mr. Barry.'] It is his opinion that trout are the greatest injury to salmon fry. 

To Mr. Little.] Saw salmon fry, herring fry, and eel fry taken out of trout. 

To Mr. Barry.] Thinks the trout more ravenous than even spent salmon ; never saw 
salmon having a fry. 

To Mr. Little.] We do not now catch one out of 100 salmon we used when the mesh was 
smaller. 

To Mr. Gore.] Was a good angler; never used salmon spawn as a bait to catch trout, 
but often saw it used, and more trout taken by it than by any other bait. 

To Mr. Barry.] The only way I can account for the quantity of salmon being less than 
lormerly, is the destruction of the fry by trout, as the fishery was never taken better care of 
than it has been latterly I do swear that I believe the trout to be the principal cause of 
tne diminished number of salmon. 



To Mr. Little.] We do still make use of the 9-inch mesh in part of the net. 
lo Mr. Barry.] When we used the 10-inch mesh we took no trout at all ; but we eet a 
tew since it was changed to 7 inches. ° 

„ j re Pjy t0 a “ observation from some of the gentlemen present, Mr. Barry said that trout 
C °w-* n0t be fi * led * or after 20til °f August, as they were assimilated to salmon. 

Witness to Mr. Barry.] The salmon now taken are in better condition than when the 
me lJ} Iar ger, as their scales were stripped by getting into the large mesh. 

Mr. 0 -ore remarked that whatever the cause might be, it was a well-known fact that there 
are not so many salmon taken now as in former years. 

f 1 * ,he f^ ere a variety of causes, for instance, a greater demand for fish, and 
then the anxiety to get them by illegal as well as by fair means. 



John Barrett was next examined by Mr. Little. 

wth°- Ut tW yearS ° f t ge ’ ailtl , em P lo y ed the fishery about 35 years ; was employed in 
ne ueira. lhe spaces between tbe rails in the boxes were smaller before the year 1842 
ban they are now; before that vear t.hp.rp mra mamr tm„t ■ 3 T _ ■ . 



than ,i, a „ ^ TV f tuc ,dlls m ine Doxes were smaller before the year 1842 

habit of seeino-Th" * ^ the , re . We, ' e tr0,lt Cau S ht *“ the weirs ' Is iu the 

was '" elrs , (isl ‘ ed "°' v > ?” d *ere is not a tenth part of the trout in them there 

s formally. Knows trout to be injurious to salmon fry; took nine fry once out of a 

bellV S Se a n m°t Ut |- take “ ra tb - e ” e ‘ rS ' vith a salmon % seven or ei g h t inches long' in its 
totok after " “ *"** “ bef ° re I843 ’ tat lba of fish 

to te a greS'.^y I 0 Z 1 Z %!° ™ ^ n ° W lhm f ° rmerl >' ; 1 bel!ere the trout 
nol° Mr ' Little ' } There Wm m ° re SaIm ° n killed fo ™ erI y in *>“ brooding season than 

as triratf-WilnS 6 : ‘° baVe mOTe e “ emie3 than man > are eels “ destructiye 

nin?in“L Z w: ] Ab °“ l “ m ° ntllB .* g ° 1 ‘°° k 16 Sma11 saImon % mt ° f “ ei S ht °r 

e ^ast‘ w'ita“ s to M "Fi- a, “ thrannles n sary U,tS ^ ^ anCl 

^ToMr^j? 0 '^^^^'^r^oond^hmy'several tTout^n^h^spalvn^ng^ds^ b urn ' n o 

onyl^ia^iy ^bllcTon t it! ^ * pr ° PMed ‘° be ” ada ’ aad “* k "™ * 

Mr. Barry 
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Mr. Barry then said that all that remained for him to do was, to ask if there were any- 
one who objected to the proposed change? 

There being no objection made, Mr. Little wished to make a few observations. After a 
few preliminary remarks, he read an important extract from the report drawn up, in 1853, 
by Mr. W. H. Halliday, at the request of the Commissioners of Fisheries, on the Artificial 
Propagation of Salmon: — “ A very curious fact was also ascertained in the course of this 
experiment. In taking up the spawning salmon we also caught a quantity of trout; these 
we examined, and, in every instance save one, they contained salmon ova, on which they 
were preying. From the gullet of one large trout we estimated that 600 were by pressure 
ejected. He also read the following extract from the report of Mr. E. Atkinson, then manager 
of the Moy Fishery, made to the Commissioners in June 1844: — “The size of the mesh 
prevents their catching sea-trout, which was prior to the passing of this Act (1842) very 
remunerative. They are also very destructive to the roe of salmon in spawning seasons, and 
to the fry on their passage to the sea. A trout has been caught in the weirs at Ballina 
15 inches long, with a salmon fry 7 inches long in its stomach; also one has been taken 
in Foxford weirs seven pounds weight, which had 11 fry in it.” Mr. Little proceeded to 
say, that it would be impossible to state what were all the causes of the decrease in the 
quantity of salmon taken ; but from the evidence given, it was plain that trout were a great 
destruction. It would not be consistent with his duty towards his employers to go into the 
particulars of the catch of salmon in Ihe Moy each year, but he would give a general view 
of it, by which it would be seen the very great loss that had arisen, since the new laws came 
into operation, to the parties he represented. He had taken an average of the Moy catch 
of salmon from 1843 to 1855 inclusive, during which period the present laws have been in 
force, and had compared same with the average on six years preceding ; and he found there 
was a loss to the proprietors of upwards of 28 tons of salmon, or, in other words, a loss to 
them and this locality, as their money was spent here, of 1,500 1. per annum ; and this state- 
ment, if called upon, he was ready to verify upon oath. He regretted that he had not suf- 
ficient information to enable him to state the average catch with correctness prior to the six 
years preceding 1843. But lest it might be said the loss of catch is merely a personal loss, 
he had taken an estimate of the catch of salmon along the coast of this district from the 
commencement of 1844. He need scarcely state that from his position, and being a con- 
tractor for the purchase of salmon, he could make a very accurate calculation ; and he had 
compared the catch for the last six years with the six years preceding; and he found there 
was a loss there also of upwards of seven tons annually — the average taken being, for the 
six years ending and including 1849, over 13 tons, since then a littie over six. He there- 
fore trusted, from what was proven before him on this occasion, that Mr. Barry would 
impress upon his colleagues the necessity there was for a diminution of the mesh, as it was 
only by that means the quantity of trout would be lessened. There had been great publicity 
of that meeting by the local papers, and the posting of advertisements in various parts of 
the district bv the constabulary, as also by the clerk of conservators; and if any one inte- 
rested had an objection to the wished-fov change, they had had ample opportunity to attend 
and protest against it. From their not having done this, and it being the stated wish or the 
Conservators that the mesh should be lessened, he hoped the Commissioners would grant their 

Barry said he could not of himself undertake to grant the application ; but he must 
say, that a better case could not have been made out. For his own part, he considered the 
evidence sustained the application ; but it rested with the aggregate Board, to whom he 
would faithfully communicate the evidence, to decide the question. He asked a_ain, 
whether there was any person disposed to object to the proposed change . Only from one 
quarter in Ireland, as he before stated, did any objection ever come to the change m the 
size of the mesh from 10 to 7 inches. The alteration now proposed, and lor this district 
only, was from 7 to 6 inches. A change had already been made on his lepiesentat.on, 
after he had seen a sad sight, some years ago, of injury done 10 fish by the largeness of the 
meshes of the nets used in the Moy Fishery. He regretted to earn trom » In LdLle he 



oreat depression in the produce of that fishery; and he ! h ° u S ht J “ Jf 
admit that every suggestion coming from the proprietors had been attended to, both because 
it was one of the most important fisheries in Ireland, and that the Commissioners felt that 
Mr Little, the manager, was most intelligent, and had devoted much thought and attention 
the subject of Salmon Series and tad. 



advantageously to his employers, conducted the affairs of the Moy Fishery; therefore he 
was diswsedto think that he (Mr. Little) would not attribute the great diminution to the 
Tame ca P us; t which it has been so often assigned-" the -nster gnevance oHhe Fw cry 

hut greatly doubted thaLn^ the ®SS|®8^t^the^q|mmi^prod^ed^was 

= The Commissioners were slow in 



lie yicabiy uuuutcu mo,.,... e-. ' *. 

than it used to be; but the whole question was unmtelligible- 
tion, greater care, greater skill, and diminished supply. 



exercising their powers, which were very 
selves to make the regulation "" 
application, and hold a public 
the meeting separated, be was 

question of artificial propagation 



selves it 'better to give notice of the 

application, and hold a^publm to^vaU^himsef/of ^hat opportunity 1 tiTexprei-s the 

ta visit early that morning to Mr. Littles breeding rills and 
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has lately occupied public attention very ranch. Although he had at all time, fet, 
deepest , merest in the experiment, he confessed that he had been sceptical as to i“ p actieal 
resahs ; and he had greatly feared that an exaggerated expectation of its effects mio-ht rend« 
parttes less attentive to what has ever appeared to him the most important objectii-namelv 
the removal of obstructions to the upward progress of the fish, its preservation 
spawnmg-beds, and unmterrnpted admission to the sea with as little diminution as possibk 
He never had been insensible to the many advantages which might be derived from tl 
experiments in develop, ng many yet undiscovered matters connected with the S 
history of salmon. He earnestly hoped that all the benefits anticipated from the progres 
of the movement may be realised, but never before that morning had his hones K 
raised, as by a close examination of Mr. Little’s breeding-rills The Commissi™.,., 
indebted to Mr. Buist at Perth to Mr. Ayrton at Chestei? for "oirnmnt lea S 
their proceedings on the Tay and Dee ; but all that he had seen that morning led him to fad 
.convinced, that if Mr. Little’s efforts fall, it will not be for the want of till mos ud°ci™ 
mrangements. He was proud to thuik that they had in Ireland a model to be ported™ 
Mr. Little, he said, was indeed deserving of the greatest praise and gratitude from Ws 
employers and Lie community for Iris indefatigable exertions to give eve?y fair trial to that 
•sxpenmeiU, and he earnestly hoped that his exertions may be successful. Mr Ban-v con 
eluded by referring to an insect discovered by Mr. Little preying upon salmon fry wh?ch 
might prove very injurious, unless, as the attention of naturalists would, doubles be 
directed to it. some scientific means would be adopted for its destruction ' 

MnL^liSug sprats 7 ^ ^ Pr ° P0 “ d * ^ —W % 



Gentlemen, Ballina, 2 June 1856 

As I am about having new netting made, I would feel exceedingly obliged 
if youkt me know whether I will be allowed to use the mesh of sfx inches 
which Mr. Barry, at the meeting held here on SOth April last, saw from the 
evidence was so much required. ^ lom tne 

I am, &c. 

My young fry are doing very well.—/. L. ^ 1§ned ' ) John Llttle - 
To the Commissioners of Fisheries. 



g ir Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

the^Jsi o/!-“ Ce l 0y °r Urletter0fthe ^ instant, reques^Wpermis^ion to use 

vsrdrsz&i 



John Little, Esq., Ballina. 



I am, & c. 

(signed) 'Edward Hornsby, 
Secretary. 



(Department of Fisheries, 9488—56.) 

Gentlemen, 

I was duly favoured with yours of the 6th ultimn ( vi if’ 7 JuIy i 1856, 
regard to the application from the ConservftL of • ^ Ve n T b ^ r) ’ ™ 

size of meshes in nets, so that they mioffif kill * f * , d ? s ? nct for Auction m 
Barry, on his inquiry here to he In !• t ! 0U 1 t * wJncil were proved to Mr. 

and which no doubt, by letters from Perth'n ^ ^ ° V . a and J oim S of salmon, 
further under your notice As the <=p e } se where, has been brought 

I am anxious that ^ should ht yo^ IX 1 T * ^ ^ ° f Au S USt ’ 
the great quantities of trout may before 7 the cW^ IBd " ced , m . esh ’ that 
slight degree reduced The f, nn u„ Q +/ . e . e c * ose season, be m some 

being so satisfactory, I respectfully submirthTt 8 ^ ”°P e ’ and tlle evideilce 
refusing or delaying to accede to X™ue 8t “ 1DJUStloe wil1 be done b >’ 

T e power rests solely with you to make such changes as may appear for the 

advantage 
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: advantage of the salmon and other fisheries ; and if improvements are to be 
made, they must be commenced somewhere. 

I am, &e. 

(signed) John Little. 

Commissioners of Fisheries, Office of Public Works, 

Custom House, Dublin. 



Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

Sir, 10 July 1856. 

In reply to your letter of the 7th instant, I am directed to inform you that 
the subject of reducing the size of the meshes of the nets in the Ballina district 
has been before the Board, and as the question involves ail important principle, 
the matter has been held over for further consideration. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Edward Hornsby, 

Wm. Little, Esq., Ballina. Secretary. 



My dear Sir, Dublin, 16 September 1856. 

It is very important that some decision should be come to by the Commis- 
sioners in regard to the desired change of mesh to be used in the nets of the 
Ballina district, and which, at the public inquiry you held, you stated was neces- 
sary, and you thought, from the evidence given being wholly uncontradicted, 
the Board would be inclined to accede to the wish of the Conservators of that 
district. As this should be immediately settled in one way or other, I will feel 
obliged if you impress upon the Board the necessity and advantage of making 
a bye-law to reduce the size of the mesh ; as in the meantime, in the face of the 
evidence given to you and your opinion, it would be extremely difficult to get 
the magistrates to convict any person for using a mesh less than the present legal 
size. 

I have already had a conversation with Mr. Fennell on this subject. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) John Little. 

J. R. Barry, Esq. 



Memorandum by Mr. Barry. 

This question turns upon two points — 

First, the expediency of affording every facility to the capture of sea-trout, 
said, upon the highest modern authorities, to be particularly destructive to 
the spawn and fry of the more valuable salmon. 

Upon this point I took every opportunity, during my last tour to Scotland, of 
ascertaining (on the Forth at Stirling, on the Tay at Perth, and on the Tweed 
at Berwick - ) the general opinion ; and I found persons, m other respects differing 
upon important points of theory, quite unanimous in admitting that the first and 
most effectual mode of improving an important salmon river was to destroy, as 
quickly as possible, the sea-trout. 

The second point refers to the general expediency of exercising the power 
given to the Commissioners, under the sth and Oth Viet. sec. 12, to suit the 
size of the meshes of nets to the peculiar circumstances of each nver. 

When Mr. Little made his first application for a change in the size of meshes 
in the May. he accompanied the application by a proposal to test the feelings of 
the upper proprietors by an advertisement, which he afterwards inserted, on the 
lGtliof January last, in the “Connaught Watchman,” and a meehng was held 
bv the Conservators on the 21st, when no objection was made. V> e alterwards 
felt, that without a meeting held under the direction of our department, so im- 
portant a change could not he made, and the meeting of the 30th April was 
accordingly held, and numerously attended by the neighbouring gentry I 
repeatedly invited the evidence of persons disposed to object to the change, but 
400. A 4 
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bo such person appeared. I have only to add, that in Scotland there is no sire 
of mesh fixed hy law, and it is thought desirable to leave it to parlies interested 
to use such mesh as the circumstances of each river may require. 

Upon the whole, I see no reason for changing the opinion which I originally 
gave on this question, and I do not think that any dangerous precedent will be 
established by making the change in this district, with all the precautions that 
have been taken, because in any district where it would do a great injustice, it 

would he objected to on inquiry. r T , 

(signed) J. K. Barry. 

29 October 1856. 



Gentlemen Ballina, 2 December 1866. 

At the request of the Fishery Conservators of this district, I now forward you . 
copy of resolution passed at a meeting held by them on yesterday. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) W. Little, Secretary. 

To Commissioners of Irish Salmon Fisheries. 



Ballina, 1 December 1856. 

A Special Meeting of the Fishery Conservators was held this day at Mr. McCulloch’s Office, 
as convened by notice of their clerk ; 

Present : Thomas Paget, Esq., J.P., chairman ; John M'Culloch, Esq. ; Thomas Jones, 
Esq., j.p. & d.l. ; Joseph Atkinson, Esq. ; John Little, Esq. ; William Mally, Esq., j.p. 

The Clerk having been asked if there had been any communication from the Fishery 
Commissioners to him in reference 10 the lessening of the mesh used in salmon nets in this 
district, to which he replied there had not, it was agreed that the following resolution 
should be passed, and that a copy of same should be sent to them, the Fishery Commis- 
sioners : — 

Resolved — That we respectfully and urgently call upon the Fishery Commissioners to 
make a bye-law to reduce the size of the mesh of salmon nets used in this district from 
seven to six inches, in accordance with the resolutions passed by this Board on 31st 
December 1855 and 21st January 1856, and as also in accordance with the evidence taken 
by Mr. Barry on 30th April last, when he expressed himself so satisfied with the same — 
stating, “That a better case could not have been made out; that he considered the evi- 
dence sustained the application, but that it rested with the aggregate Board, to whom he 
would faithfully communicate the evidence, to decide this question.” That from the greatly 
increased quantity of trout that have gone up the tributaries in this district this autumn, we 
are further strengthened in our opinion of the great necessity for this change ; as from the 
now well-known fact, that the young of salmon remain at least one year in the fresh water 
prior to their migrating, enormouS destruction must arise to them, as well as to the ova of 
salmon, and that we consider it as a thing impossible for salmon to increase in quantity 
while their enemies, from non-capture, are fostered and protected ; and that the wish of all 
interested in fisheries in this district being for the required change, we consider it would be 
an injustice to further withhold the bye-law, and that they ought to have the power of 
making use of the reduced mesh next fishing season. 

(signed) Thos. Paget , Chairman. 



Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

Sir, 16 December 1856. 

Referring to tlie application from the Ballina Conservators to reduce the 
size of meshes of nets used for taking salmon in that district, and the further 
resolution from that Board dated the 1st instant, I am directed to inform you that 
the Commissioners, having had the subject under consideration, do not consider 
it expedient to make the change proposed. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) JEdwd. Hornsby, 

Wm. Little, Fsq., Ballina. Secretary. 



Sir, _ Dublin Castle, 21 January 1857. 

I am directed hy the Lord Lieutenant to transmit the enclosed Memorial of 
the Conservators of Fisheries for the Ballina District, relating to a proposed 

alteration 
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alteration in the size of the mesh of salmon nets, dated the 19 th instant, to°-e- 
ther with certain papers therein referred to ; and I am to request that von will 
lay the same before the Commissioners of Public Works, and furnish me with 
their report thereon, for his Excellency’s information. 

It is requested that the enclosures may be returned. 



E. Hornsby, Esq., 

Secretary to the Board of Works. 



I am, &.c. 

(signed) Thos. A. Larcom. 



To His Excellency the Earl of Carlisle, Lord Lieutenant, Governor, and General Governor 
of Ireland. 



May it please your Excellency, 

W e, the Conservators of Fisheries, duly elected, for the Ballina district, in the counties of 
Mayo and Sligo, beg most respectfully to submit, for the consideration of your Excellency, 
the following facts : — 



At a special meeting of our Board, duly convened and held on the 31st December 1855, 
it was — 

Resolved, — “ That in the opinion of this Board, the size of the mesh of nets used in this 
district at present for the taking of salmon is much too large, and wholly insufficient for the 
catching of trout — a circumstance not only productive of immediate loss to the proprietors of 
fisheries in the district, but injurious to the prosperity of salmon fisheries, from the well- 
known destruction committed by trout upon the ova of salmon, as well as upon salmon fry. 
That our clerk do, therefore, give due notice of the intention of this Board to make applica- 
tion to the Fishery Commissioners to make a bye-law to lessen the size of such mesh, to 
enable proprietors of fisheries, and those interested in the capture of salmon, that upon the 
21st day of January next, at the hour of two o’clock, p.m., this Board will, previous to such 
application, witli the view of having the general sense of the public on the subject, hold a 
meeting at Mr. M'Culloch’s office, for the purpose of hearing and considering objections (if 
any) by persons interested in the proposed alteration in the size of the mesh of salmon 
nets.” 

Our clerk, in pursuance of such resolution, gave public notice by advertisement, inserted 
in three publications of two local papers, intimating an intention of making such application 
to the Commissioners of Fisheries, and inviting all persons interested to attend our meeting, 
proposed to be held on the 21st January 1856. 

We beg further mo-t respectfully to inform your Excellency that such meeting was duly 
convened and held upon the 21st January 1856, when, after a full discussion of the question 
for consideration, and upon which there was a comple'e unanimity of opinion, it was — 

Resolved, — “ That as there has been no objections to a change in the size of meshes, and 
as the mem bet s of this Board, both from their own knowledge and from information given 
by fishermen, are aware of the great destruction to salmon fry by the escaping of trout, 
we respectfully request the Commissioners to make a bye-law for this district, authorising 
the use of a mesh of one inch and a-half in the square, or six inches round, when wet, in 
place of the mesh of seven inches, at present in use; and that our clerk do send the 
Fishery Commissioners a copy of this resolution, with that on same subject on 31st December 
last, along with copies of the newspapers in which the advertisements appear. 

Our clerk duly forwarded to the Commissioners of Fisheries, immediately after the last- 
mentioned meeting, copies of the two foregoing resolutions, and of the newspapers re- 
ferred to. 



Upon this subject, however, no communication was received by us from the Commis- 
sioners of Fisheries until the 20th April 1856, when our clerk received a letter, dated 



19th April 1856,' from Mr. Hornsby, the secretary, enclosing certain printed notices, which 
he requested should be posted through the Ballina district as much as possible. Ihose 
notices, of which we beg leave to enclose one for the pemsal of your Excellency, were 
public intimations of the intention of the Commissioners of ^Fisheries to hold a public 
meetino- at Ballina, on the 30th April 1856, to inquire into the subject of the proposed 
alteration in the size of the mesh of salmon nets, and to receive such pertinent evidence as 
might be offered to them on the subject of the fisheries. The notices were extensively 
circulated and posted through the district, and the meeting was held accordingly on the 

3 ° James R* Barry, Esq., Inspecting Commissioner of Fisheries, attended and presided at 
the meeting, at which there was a large attendance of gentlemen interested m the salmon 
fisheries of the district. Witnesses were produced and examined in sustainment of the pro- 



priety of acceding to the application, and much valuable and satisfactory evidence was 
given in favour of it. Much discussion also took place on the subject All were unanimous 



s to the advantage and necessity of having the size of the mesh decreased ; and no objec- 
tions whatever were raised on the subject. Mr. Barry stated on the occasion that he could 
not of himself undertake to grant the application, but said that a better case m supportof 
it could not possibly be made out. He added that he considered the evidence sustained 
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the application, but that it rested with the Aggregate Board, to whom he would faithfully 
communicate ihe evidence, to decide the question. * 

We beg leave most respectfully to solicit the attention of your Excellency to a report of 
the proceedings of such meeting, contained in a number of the “ Connaught Watchman” 
newspaper, which we beg leave to forward to your Excellency. 

We heard and believe that Mr. Barry’s report was most favourable to the application 
and that he therein stated it to be his opinion, and suggested, that the application ou°-ht to 
be acceded to. ® 

We beg leave further most respectfully to inform your Excellency, that at a special 
meeting of our Board, duly convened and held on the 1st December 1856, our clerk in 
answer to an inquiry, having stated that, up to that period, no further communication had 
been received from the Commissioners of Fisheries on the proposed alteration in the size of 
the mesh, it was — 

Resolved,— “ That we respectfully and urgently call upon the Fishery Commissioners to 
make a bye-law to reduce the size of the mesh of salmon nets used in this district from 
seven to six inches, in accordance with the resolutions passed by this Board on the 31st 
December 1855 and 21st January 1856, and as also m accordance with the evidence 
taken by Mr. Barry on the 30th April last, when he expressed himself so satisfied with 
the same, stating that a better case could not be made out. That he considered the evidence 
sustained the application, but that it rested with the Aggregate Board, to whom he would 
faithfully communicate the evidence, to decide the question. That from the <m;atlv 
increased quantity of trout that have gone up the tributaries in this district this autumn 
we are further strengthened in our opinion of the great necessity for this change, as from 
the now well-known fact that the young of salmon remain at least one year in the fresh 
water prior to their migrating, enormous destruction must arise to them, as well as to the 
ova of salmon; and that we consider it as a thing impossible for salmon to increase in 
quantity while their enemies, from non-capture, are fostered and protected ; and that the 
wish of all interested in fisheries in this district being for the required change, we consider 
it would be an injustice to further withhold the bye-law, and that they ought to have the 
power of making use of the reduced net next season.” 

A copy of the above resolution was forwarded by our clerk to the Commissioners of 
-fisheries on the 2d December 1856, in answer to which the Commissioners, throuoh their 
secretary, Mr. Hornsby, on the 16th day of December 1856, wrote to say they did not 
consider it expedient to make the change proposed, but do not state upon' what e-rounds 
they have formed their decision. ° 

We may here respectfully inform your Excellency, that the power of the Commissioners 
ot fisheries to make such bye-law is derived from the provisions of the several statutes on 
the subject of the Inland Fisheries of Ireland, and particularly from the provisions of the 
Act 8 & 9 Viet. c. 108, s. 12. 1 

Under those circumstances we are compelled, most respectfully and most earnestly to 
appeal to your Excellency for assistance. We feel that the Commissioners of Fisheries in 
refusing to grant our application, have set at nought the value of satisfactory and very 'im- 
portant evidence, have disregarded the opinions of practical intelligent men, and, by what 
we believe to be an unjustifiable exercise of their discretion, are opposing the best interests 
of the salmon fisheries of ihis district. 

Mayit therefore please your Excellency to direct, and we most respectfully pray that 
your Excellency will direct, that the Commissioners of Fisheries shall reconsider the sub- 
ject, with the view of making the bye-law sought by us, or that your Excellency will be 
pleased to give us the assistance of your authority otherwise in the matter, in such manner 
as to your Excellency shall seem meet. 

Dated at Baliina, this 19th day of January 1857. 

(signed) Geo. Jones, j. p., d. l. 

Thomas Paget, j.p. 

Robt. N. Armstrong, j.p. 

James Knox Gore, j.p. 

IV. Mally, j.p. 



John M‘ Culloch. 

Josh . Atkinson. 

St. George Jones Marten , j. p. 
William O' Mally. 

John Little. 

William Little, Clerk. 



o- Office of Public Worts, Dublin, 

lr ’ . 17 February 1857. 

from fhp Pnmpr ^ * he ? lst ultimo ’ trai >smitting a memorial received 

f om he Conservators of Fisheries for the Baliina district, relating to a proposed 

wn^rt le i r mesh of nets ’ ani ret l uestil >g “ be furnished with a 

report thereon, I have the honour to state, for the information of his Excellency 

** ? he Commi ssioners having given this case their best 

™ p 10 "’ dld i ” ot thmk , 11 at present to authorise the use of nets 

, with smaller meshes than those fixed by law, as they think such a regulation 
would be injurious to the fisheries generally. regulation 

Colonel Larcom, a. f signed ^svi jt t 

Dublin Castle, ( g “ d) Edward Hornsby , 

Secretary. 
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S ir > Ball in a, 24 February 1859. 

As the “Fishery Conservators of this district” perceive that the" Commis- 
sioners have relaxed their rules regarding- the mesh of nets in a portion of a 
district, they beg to renew their application of January 1856 , and to express a 
hope that, as the whole district is unanimously in favour of the reduction it will 
now be granted by the Commissioners to come into operation this year. 

I am, &c. 

E. Hornsby, Esq.. > (signed) John Little. 

Secretary to Board of W orks, Dublin. 



Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

Sir. • 10 March 1859. 

I beg to inform you that I have brought your letter of the 24th ultimo 
relative to a change in the size of the meshes of nets, under the consideration of 
the Board, who have referred it to the Inspecting Commissioners of Fisheries, for 
a special Report, immediately on their return to Dublin. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Edward Hornsby, 

John Little, Esq., Ballina. Secretary. 



Application from Ballina District for the Reduction in the Size of Meshes. 



In compliance with the Board’s Minute of 7th instant, I beg to state that I 
have nothing further to add to the Report of the 17th May 1856. 

Nothing has since occurred to change my conviction that the necessity for 
complying with the application of the Ballina Conservators, by reducing the size 
of the nets from If to 1£ inches, has been fully sustained. 

It is quite true, that in this case Mr. Little is the person chiefly interested, 
but it must be remembered that he is the proprietor of one of tile largest fisheries 
in Ireland, while it can hardly be supposed that he would injure by the pro- 
posed change. 

It was the first application of the kind which we received, and before a recoil, 
inundation to adopt it was offered to the Board, more than ordinary formalities 
were required. The Inspecting Commissioners united in requiring of the Con- 
servators to give notice by advertisement of a public meeting, at which all 
persons interested should have an opportunity of attending. That meeting was 
held on the 21st. January 1856, when resolutions were unanimously adopted m 
favour of the change, which were submitted ; and an order was therefore made 
that a public meeting should be called by the Commissioners. It was done on 
the 30th April 1856. And on the information then received, a report was jointly 
submitted by the Inspecting Commissioners, which was brought before the 
Board on the 6th June, and deferred for further consideration; and one of the 
Inspecting Commissioners having in the interval between that and the 34th 
October changed his opinion, the application was finally rejected on the loth 
December. On that occasion I was not present, and am therefore quite igno- 
rant of the grounds upon which this decision was made. . . 

I am well convinced of the expediency of observing great caution in making 
such changes ; and I do not think there ever was an occasion when more care 
IL taken to prevent a measure from being adopted which should not meet with 

a bye-law adopted by the Board _°n *e ^ 
for Louth Ree in the River Shannon, which permits 6sh of any kind l to be 
taken 5?* a mesh of one quarter of an inch from knot to knot less than the 

proposed reduction in the Moy Fishery. ,- signed) j m Redmond Barry. 

Fishery Office, 23 March 1859. 
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Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

25 March 1859. 

Pursuant to the Order of the Board, to report on the subject of an application 
from Mr. Little , of the Moy Fishery, to authorise a lesser mesh of net than that 
heretofore in use, I beg to submit the following remarks : — 



On the 1st of May 1856, I signed a report made by Mr. Barry, in favour of 
complying with the request. On the 24th of October of the same year, I made 
a minute on that report, stating that on a fuller consideration of the question, I 
did not think it expedient to make the change; and the Board concurring, 
the application was not granted. 

The 20th section, 5 and 6 Viet. c. 106 fixed the size of mesh in tidal waters at 

inches from knot to knot, and in the fresh water at 21 inches. 

Tire 67th section authorizes the Commissioners to allow a smaller mesh in 
fresh water only. 

The 11th section of the 8th and 9th Viet. c. 108 fixes the size of meshes 
uniformly at lj inches from knot to knot, and the 12th section authorises 
changes by the Commissioners in accordance with the provisions of the 5th and 
6th. I think, therefore, it may be questionable whether the Commissioners have 
the power to allow a smaller mesh for the capture of salmon in tidal waters. 

The 58th section 5 and 6 Viet, provides that when a principal or considerable 
amount of trout are to be taken, the Commissioners may authorise a less width 
between the bars of fishery weirs or cruives than that fixed by the statute (two 
inches). ' 



Mr. Little founds his claim in respect of the capture of salmon, and also 
for the purpose of lessening or destroying the trout, as he alleges their pre- 
sence is detrimental to the salmon fishery. To this theory I do not subscribe, 
as I think it may be very questionable whether the absence of trout may not 
cause a great destruction of salmon fry by the adult fish of their own species 
as well as by perch, pike, &c., &c. ; and I also question whether it would be 
just, on this doubtful theory, to deprive upper proprietors- of lakes and rivers 
of tile advantage of trout-fishing, which is not only prized by them, but is 
also a great attraction to strangers from England and elsewhere, wilo visit the 
West of Ireland. 

The Board have never yet sanctioned a smaller mesh for the capture of 
salmon than that fixed by the statute. The Board have sanctioned a smaller 
net tor the capture of pollen, perch, and trout, and other fish in Lough Ree, on 
its being shown that scarcely any salmon are taken by nets there ; and this is in 
accordance with the power vested in them, under the 5th and Qth Viet for 
dealing with the fresh waters. If it be right to enable Mr. Little to capture 
more trout than he does at present, which I am not prepared to say is so, it 
would, m my mind, be far less objectionable to allow him lo contract the spaces 
between the bars of Ins cruives on the weir, than to make a bye-law applying to 
the whole district, sanctioning a lesser mesh, which would affect many other 
fisheries ; for instance, at Scurranore, Kiliala, and other places. 



(signed) W. J. Ffermell. 



q. Office of Public Works, Dublin, 

T . , , „ 24 March 1860 . 

afeJt? .haMhe r“ 8t f e ,’ f ° r the . “formation of the Conservators of the Ballina 
meshes of laid, havm.g taken the proposed reduction in the size of the 

think th»r ? b 3 oonslder f 1 on,>ave eome to the resolution that they do not 

ytw esmbllrr ’ “ y rat ' 011 8hou,d be made in the size of the “ 



Wm. Little, Esq., Ballina. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) Edward Hornsby, 

Secretary. 
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Sir, Londonderry, 21 April 1869. 

At a meeting of the Board of Conservators held yesterday, specially convened 
for the purpose of considering the propriety of asking the Commissioners of 
Fisheries to sanction a reduction in the size of the mesh at present used in this 
district, it was — 

Resolved , — “ That, in the unanimous opinion of this Board, the size of the 
mesh at present in use, say 1 £ inches from knot to knot, or seven inches round, 
is quite too large for the capture of trout, which we believe to be most injurious 
to the salmon fisheries of the district, from the now well-known destruction by 
trout upon the ova of salmon and salmon fry. 

“ That we request the Commissioners of Fisheries to make a bye-law for 
this district, authorising a reduction of a quarter of an inch on the square of the 
mesh, or six inches round instead of seven, and beg they will give it their 
immediate consideration, as we consider the comparative non-capture of trout, as 
at present, to be most detrimental to salmon fisheries in general, as well as to the 
owners of the fisheries within the district.” 

I beg you will bring the above under the immediate notice of the Com 
missioners. 

I remain, &e. 

(signed) W. Green , Chairman. 

To Edward Hornsby, Esq., Secretary, 

Fishery Office, Dublin. 



Office of Public Works, Dublin, 
Sir 20 May 1859. 

In reference to the resolution of the Derrv Conservators, for a reduction in 
the size of the meshes of nets, I am directed to inform you the Commissioners 
will hold a meeting to inquire into the subject at as early a date as possible. 

1 am, &c. 

(signed) Edward Hornsby, Secretary. 

John Rankin, Esq., Derry. 



Extract from Board’s Minutes of 18 May 1859. 

Read resolution of Londonderry Conservators, dated 24th April, applying for 
reduction of size of meshes of nets. 

Ordered, — 

Let a meeting be held when convenient. 



Fisheries, Acts 5 & 6 Yict. c. 106 ; 7 & 8 Viet. c. 108 ; 8 & : 9 Viet. c. 108 ; 
9 & 10 Viet. C. 114 ; 11 & 12 Viet. c. 92 ; and 13 & 14 Viet. e. 8b. 



Londonderry District. 

Notice —The Commissioners of Fisheries, having been called upon, by the 
Conservators of the Londonderry Fishery District, to exere.se the powers given o 
them by the above recited Acts, or any one of them, and to permit the use i of 
nets for the capture of salmon and trout, with a mesh of one-and-a-half inch 

square measured when the net is wet, from knot to knot, or six inches in the 

round ’ in lieu of the mesh of seven inches in the round, as at present direct 
bv law Notice is hereby given, that the Commissioners will hold public meet- 
ines to inquire into the subject, at the Court-house, at Londonderry, on 
Tuesday the 13th day of December next, and at Strabane on Wednesday the 
14th December next, at the hour of one o’clock m the afternoon of said days, of 
whichall parties interested are requested to take notice, m order that they may 
tender such evidence as they may consider necessary. And 
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And notice is hereby further given, that the said Commissioners will at 
meeting, hear and receive all such pertinent evidence as shall be offered a 

on the subject of the fisheries, and proceed at such meeting as in and to said 
Acts authorised. J sal “ 

By order of said Commissioners, 

Edward Hornsby, Secretary. 

Dated at the Office of Public "Works, Dublin, 
this 15th day of November 1850. 



Londonderry District. 



Reduction of Meshes of Nets. 

I beg to submit copy of the evidence taken at Londonderry and Straba'ne on 
the 13th and 14th of December, with the observations I addressed to the persons 
assembled, as. reported by Mr. Brophy. By reference to the latter, the Board 
will be acquainted with the views which, I submit, should be taken of this ques- 
tion upon the principal points bearing upon it, when entering into a deliberation 
to decide it. The Londonderry district is peculiar in its -circumstances, as com- 
pared with most, if not all, other districts in Ireland. It may be said to be com- 
prised within. the limits of Lough Foyle and its tributary rivers. Those rivers 
are nearly uniform in their natural features; the principal ones consist of the 
baughan, Roe, Darng, Mourne, and the Finn ; they possess an unusually lai-m 

STir 1 t g00 i s P awnin f 8 ' r ™ n i, having and being- rapid in 

their flow, but not excessively so. The practice of angling is very limited upon 
them considering their extent. The fish do not ascend them early. Flax is 
hugely cultivated in the neighbouring country, and soon after the process of 
steeping it sets in, in August, what fish may have ascended by that time are so 

I can not .to wWch the “glev can offer will tempt them to rise. 

? 1 , 011e P er5 ° a appeared at either meeting, as an angler, to oppose 
he application to reduce the mesh. A person came forward at Strabanefwlm 
stated that he was sent by Sir Edmund Hayes, to say that he objected to the 

3 e * n } esh a an* d ' d DOt ass,gn an y P articular "Mson for it. Mr. Humphreys 
agent to Lord Abercorn, attended, but said his principal object in coming was 

“? ’“’’c'T” 1 at Si ° n MiUs Weir - He stated a** he waffond 
an o Ilri &j and . 1:iad practised it to some extent, but that latterly his time was 

se“ :r e X ed tU ,'i g ° in iL He 5ta tcd that the country |emlem”n po" 
e m propel ty on die upper waters took little interest in them. The means 
of captme, exclusive of rods, employed from Derry upward, are draft-nets with 
one ciuive-ueir, near Stranorlar, on the Finn, and a pole-net, used higher up on 
the same water, at a natural barrier. g P’ 

Defrv\oitTal,n°L I) h Ty ’ le . SEee . t0 tlle - M* Society, drafts the tidal water from 
uerry to btiabane; he employs between 90 and 100 men. 

-they receive the trout as a perquisite, exclusively of their wages - the trout 

Abercora uses alraft f to “If™ 8 ® ° ver half a P ound each - The Wnait of Lord 
T1 orile the nnrt l “ ’f 7 '“P"? ° f Lifford bridge, and also takes trout, 
admitted a t toth 7 ° for , th ^ sanction of tbe ™ a Uer mesh, and it was 
l P , tlie kw has not heretofore been observed with 

“ P * to L a , Dd - “ Was , , urged - as one reason for allowing the mesh 

sought lor, that it would be impossible to enforce the law unless this were done • 

wSe sfnc&ned »w the6she , r y ° f «» Foyle, that if the lesser mesh 

evade it by ntw h a 7° Ul be e ? l0rC v against P ers °'' " b ° might seek to 
show that m-fhfn? to 7 me 7, Not,ling was edited by the evidence to 
eT?h f to ?“ ld “use unstable grilse or peal to be taken, 
which a linear in the Fnvle Jcgal mesh of inch captured the smallest 

m n 1 foY “ d L ft ft est, “ ated of the trout taken by Mr. Allen’s 
“ances oft,7 ft Y ft £ berc ° ra s tenant about 20 2. tinder all the circum- 
a mesh of l 1 inche’ from to tb^kthat it may .be expedient to sanction 

of so little interest to ° to *? kn ? t ; andlata led to this conclusion by the fact 
little interest being taken by the upper proprietors, and so little capabilities 

of 
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of angling existing, from the character of the waters not being such as to induce 
spring fish to ascend, and the flax-water, when they do ascend, preventing them 
taking. But I am anxious to record my opinion, that this case should not be con- 
sidered a precedent for sanctioning the reduction of mesh in other districts 
where angling interests prevail to any considerable amount, because I have a firm 
conviction that the commercial development of the salmon fisheries of the country 
must, in general, mainly, if not altogether, depend upou such regulations as will 
secure to the upper proprietors an equitable share of the fish produced in their 
waters, thereby securing their aid and co-operation in protection. The absence 
of angling interest in the Foyle upper waters induces mere indifference ; the pro- 
prietors are passive ; they neither aid nor oppose ; and the tenant to the Irish So- 
ciety, having a valuable interest, provides ample funds for protection. The case 
is quite different where the upper proprietors of waters capable of yielding them 
something of value, naturally and fairly look after their rights ; and if they be 
denied a fair participation in the advantages tube derived, will render no aid, and 
may retaliate by tacitly sanctioning destruction to the parent fish and brood, a 
course too often pursued, and which must be fatal to salmon fisheries, where no 
one interest exists of that value to warrant or induce the outlay of sufficient funds 
for protection. 

(signed) Wm. J. Ffemiell. 

12 January 1860. 



Londonderry District. 



Extract from Board’s Minutes. 

Notwithstanding the above Report, Mr. Ffennell, when the subject of reduc- 
ing the meshes of the nets was under the consideration of the Board, advocated 
the impropriety of making any alteration. 



Fisheries. — Londonderry District. 

Proceedings at Londonderry on the 13tli December, and at Strabane on the 14th 

December 1859, in reference to an application from the Conservators to the Commis- 
sioners of Fisheries for a reduction in the size of the mesh within this district. 

Londonderry Court House, 13 December 1859. 

W. J. Ffennell, Esq., Inspecting Commissioner of Fisheiies, presiding. 

Present:— Mr. Allen, Lessee of the Fishery of the Foyle; Mr. Alexander (Chairman of 
the Board of Conservators); Dr. Lane, Mr. Clarke (of the Moy Fishe.y); the Messrs. 
Daniel (Managers of the Foyle Fishery under Mr. Allen) ; and several fishermen. 

Read the application of the Conservators for permission to use nets of six inches in the 
round, instead of the present 7-inch mesh directed by law to be used in the capture of 
salmon and trout; the reason alleged being, that the 7-inch mesh is too large for the 
capture of trout, which the applicants believe to be “ most injurious to the salmon fisheries 
of ‘the district, from the now well-known destruction by trout upon the ova of salmon and 
salmon fry.” The applicants further “ consider ihe comparative non-capture of trout, as 
at present, to be most detrimental to salmon fisheries in general, as well as to the owners 

of the fisheries within the district.” . 

Read also the notice convening the meeting, dated 15 November 18o9. 

Mr. Ffennell then said he attended in pursuance of the notice, to hear the evidence of all 
parties interested upon the subject of the application. Before ho^set. the eydence was 
recorded, it might be useful to say a few words upon the state of the question which was 
one of considerable importance, and to call attention to some matters beano upon the 
case, with a view to haying the whole subject carefully considered. The object ^ toughtj by 
the applicants was the reduction of the size of the mesh, or t e purp - 1 of tm it 

greater quantity of trout, the allegation and supposition being that a huge quaint f of trout, 
in salmon waters is detrimental to the salmon fishery. A great many persons held— and 
he believed there could be but little doubt on the subject— that when there : was m a river 
a preponderance of one kind of fish, which fed upon the young or ova of another Lind, this 
preponderance must be injurious to the growth and propagation of the species so fed upon 
But an undue preponderance was one thing, the total absence and destruction of a species 
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another very different thing ; and he had an opinion that the total absence of trout 
from salmon waters would tend rather to injure than to serve the salmon fishery 
In the distribution of animal life throughout the world, there was a visible tendency 
to create and maintain a balance between the different classes of animals the 
reason for which it was not, in many cases, easy to see clearly; but in other 
cases there was abundant proof that the extirpation of one kind of animal, known to 



be large consumers of agricultural produce, was the immediate prelude to the’ Growth of 
myriads of other animals more destructive than the first. Thus rooks had, in some Instances 
been extirpated in certain localities as destroyers of crops, and consequently hostile to the' 



farmers’ interests; but after their destruction the crops were attacked by insects, whose 
ravages were still more injurious, and whose previous destruction by the rooks more than 
compensated lor the quantity of food consumed by the latter. Two modes of destruction 
of salmon by trout had been suggested : one was the destruction of the ova ; the other the 
destruction of the young salmon themselves. He knew that there were many instances upon 
record in unquestionable proof that trout devour ova in salmon waters ; he himself had 
taken the ova out of the trout’s stomach ; and if these were ova which would have come to 
perfection, no doubt that to that extent the salmon growth had been injured and prevented* 
but many held that these were ova which the fish had failed to deposit securely in the gravel 5 
and were left exposed or carried down by the stream, and that, whether eaten or not by the 
trout, would never arrive at maturity. These were matters of speculation : there was a great 
deal cf mystery with regard to the habits and history of fish ; and without expressing any 
opinion upon the subject, he made these observations with a view to calling attention to the 
matter. The second point urged in favour of the reduction of the mesh, was that the trout 
eat up and destroy the young salmon, and, therefore, the destruction of the former must be 
advantageous to the growth and spread of the latter. There could be no doubt about the 
fact that trout do eat young salmon ; but then it was said on the other hand, and the fact 
could not be denied either, that salmon also eat their own fry, and that the quantity so eaten 
would be increased in proportion as their quantity of trout-food was diminished. He himself 
kihed a great number of salmon with their own fry within them, and this, therefore, was a 
point not to be lost sight of. Another object proposed by the reduction of the mesh, was 
involved in the consideration of the actual profit that would be derived from the increased 
quantity of trout captured, whose capture was defeated by the large size of the present mesh • 
and this, commercially considered, would be another good reason for lessening the mesh’ 
These were the three points in favour of the application made. But, on the other side it 
might be urged, that it you allow a less mesh, there will be an undue number of grilse cap- 
tured ; that it is improvident to kill the small-sized fish, and that the very object of fixing the 
present mesh was to spare the small fish, and prevent their capture until they came to 4 lbs. or 
5 lbs weight. By the Act of 1842 the mesh was fixed at 2^ inches from knot to knot; but after 
this had been tried for some years, a general complaint arose that the mesh was too large ; that 
fair-sized grilse became damaged and deterioraied in value, chiefly for the Loudon market 
m consequence of these fair-sized fish being entangled in the large-sized mesh; and, in con- 
sequence of that general feeling, the Legislature fixed the standard at if inches from knot 
! Ilf ? Y appllC f tl0n be f ceded *>, the regulation must apply both to the upper as 
well as to the lower waters ; and it was for the serious consideration of the parties inte- 
rested m i the prosperity of the fishery, whether the diminuiion of the size of the mesh would 
not greatly increase tne number of nets in the upper waters, which would be used at a time 
when these waters were teeming with young salmon, and thus that the destruction of the 
sslmon fry would not be greater and more injurious than that which was complained of as 
resulting from the escape of the trout through the seven-inch mesh. To show how strong 
ftat ih JJZT » f enuring under-sized fish, he would mention one fact, 

that there was a Bill actually prepared in the last Session, one of the provisions of which 

Son bKe m th ? 3tC 'f S °J ?' ilSe Under / lbs ' «*“■ Thi » *» ^ absurd pmpo £ 
tion hut he meiely instanced it as an index of the feeling on the matter. Another fact 

S-ion, upon wS 



bA 1,0 A k • J r — . luc 1 weeu risneries, last session, upon winch 

a gre j t deal of evidence upon both sides on the 
f rl / 0 w£ f* T • v r antage0l . ,s !° 0e used * recommended the increase of the mesli 



frnm t, cmallo, e ® . , , * icuumuicuueu me increase or tne mesa 

Hetbrewout tWoh £ T 1 “ cl,es — .t, he «™e as the statutable mesh in Ireland. 
He tin ew out these observations for the consideration of those who had the greatest interest 
m the question, and the largest stake in its due and proper solution. SoSeofthepS 
hTsduW £ 1 !“ the y."' ere ” ot the,erore unimportant ; and he considers it 



his duty to lay them before the meeting, widi a wlw rh^h^X 

COn ? dered - U ' vas - heS ^lieved, supposed that his 

W directed to the points at issue, Ji to 



was somewhat biassed in thatdirection. If he weie “ u ,d S to leTet “gh“ 

havTSlfinfomlrio^to^' b T Cl ^ rly directed the P<™t» “ issue, and to 

l l V ■ 1 ? the B °f rd m Dub,in - I{ was but just to let the meeting 

mem o?tL d 'S°" nL b " * i but whether biised ' ' = 






lav- and i i ° e 01 nve » Wlt » whom the decision 

be !a,d before tbe M1 Board of Com -- 
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Trout-Spawn. 



James Monaghan, sworn: Examined by Dr. Lane. 

I am an angler, and am well acquainted with the River Roe. I have frequently seen Destruction o'Ova 
salmon spawn, and have watched them on the roods. I have often seen shoals of' trout 
close by the salmon roods. I consider that it was to lift the pea when dropped that they 
were collected there. 1 have seen the salmon chase the trout away from the roods; and 
the trout would afterwards return, and still wait about I have killed trout full of salmon 
pea. I have used salmon spawn for killing trout, and I never killed so well as with the 
spawn. I consider it is the best bait that can be used upon the River Roe. 

To Mr. Ffennell] I never killed a salmon with salmon spawn in its stomach. I have 
fished with salmon spawn in waters where salmon were. I am not much acquainted with 
net fishing. I cannot speak as to the size of the fish that would pass through a mesh of Mesh, 
six inches. A great many white trout ascend the roe ; they go up in great abundance in 
June, July, and August. I am best acquainted with the river about Dungiven. I cannot 
say that 1 have ever seen any trout roods; I cannot distinguish between salmon and trout 
roods, except by seeing the fish upon them. I see the salmon upon the roods, but I never 
saw trout upon the roods ; I only saw them close to the salmon roods, as I considered, 
watching to lift the spawn. I consider that the trout spawn in the bottoms of the holes, 
and not upon the roods ; that is one reason why I did not see them ; I also think that they 
spawn very high up the river. I think it was the “ bog trout that I saw watching at the B<'g Trout, 
salmon roods ; I consider they were waiting there to eat the pea. I think the small-sized 
mesh proposed (six inches) would not kill the-'e small trout. 1 think a f lb. trout would 
pass through it. I do not think the small mesh proposed would capture the bog trout. I Mesh, 
think the white trout eat the pea, as well as the others, but I have not seen them, as I saw 
the bog trout. This net (six inches) would not capture salmon fry, of course. The salmon 
fry are very small when they leave our pari of the river. I never saw one over four ounces. 

I am not in the habit of using nets, but I think a trout of Jib. would pass through that 
net (six inches). 

To Dr. Lane.'] I think a l lb. trout would pass freely through that 6-inch mesh. 

Mr. Ffennell .] I think it right to call your attention to thp objection which the upper Share of the Fish, 
proprieiors make to the reduction of the size of the mesh in nets used in the lower waters. 

They think they are entitled to a fair and equitable share of the fish, and that it would be 
harsh in the lower proprietors to deprive them of the profits or pleasure of fishing, which 
would result from the use below of a mesh which would let no trout escape except some 
that are very small and worthless. 

Mr. Daniel.] But they contribute nothing to the protection. 

Mr. Ffennell.] That is not the question ; they say the fish spawn in their waters, and 
are to a great extent at their mercy in spawning time, and that they are entitled to a fair 
share, both of the salmon and trout. 

Mr. Daniel.] We do not require a smaller net for the capture of salmon, but we re- 
quire it for the trout, both for their commercial value, and for the prevention of the 
injury to the Salmon Fishery caused by the trout eating the ova and young salmon. 



Neal Lynch, sworn. 



(Handed a piece of net of 6-inch mesh.) I see this net. A 1 lb. trout would pass Mesh, 
through it ; I have lost them of that size out of my own hands ; I am a fisherman, 
and have been a waier bailiff; I have been a keeper on the Reelin Water; I have seen 
salmon spawn there, and saw the trout frequently upon the salmon roods; I have driven 
them off" myself; I know that they were eating the pea; I have caught trout with their Trout eating Pea. 
insides full of ova ; I took several times out of the stomachs of trout, two, three, four, and 
five salmon fry. 1 have seen several trout going through the present net; I have seen Trout eating Fry. 
several times trout of from J 11). to 1 lb. pass through the present net. I have seen trout 
of more than 1 lb. pass through the old mesh ; trout of 1 lb. to 1J lb. could pass through 
it; I have seen trout of that weight going through it, riot once, but several times; where 



one would not go through it 20 would. 

To Mr. Ffennell.] The trout which I saw having fry in them were from Jib. to 1 . 0 . Size of Trout eatic 
weight ; I would not like to say that l lb. trout would eat salmon fry ; I cannot say any- Salmon Fry. 
thing about the size of the fry that I found in the trout; I can give no opinion at all upon 
that. I saw trout of less than 1 lb. with salmon fry in them ; I consider that most of the 
small fish which I found in the trout were salmon fry; they were in different conditions, 
but I cannot say anything about their size. Young Mr. Daniel was with me the last time 
T took a trout with salmon fry in it, and it was about 1 lb. weight. 

Mr. Ffennell.] I think he would be a sharp trout of 1 lb. weight that would devour 
salmon fry. , 

Witness.] A number of white trout go up the Finn; I caunot say if they go up m Trout ascent, 
summer, as I am not there at that time ; l see them going up from early in November, the 
7th or 10th, to January; I see them from the time I go there. I have seen the white 
trout spawning ; most of them spawn in the Reelin Water; it is about 18 or 20 miles trom 
Strabane. I am not acquainted with the Mourne, and know nothing about the Reelm in 
summer. I am engaged in the salmon fishery in the tideway these 26 years. 1 am 
engaged in draughting, not in any particular part; I fish mostly in the tidal water between 
this and Strabane ; I have taken in the nets salmon from 2J lbs. to 4 lbs. The regular size Size of Salmon 
’ P of caught. 

4.00. 
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Trout as Wage 



Size of Salmon. 
Mesh. 



Size of Trout 
caught. 



Injury from non- 
capture of Trout. 



of the salmon we catch is -2 lb., and from that to 4 lbs. We call all fish “ grawls ” till 
they come to a certain size ; it is a common occurrence to catch salmon of 2 lbst 
Mr. Ffennell] Is it a common thing to catch many, say, from 40 to 50 in a week of 
from 2 lbs. to 2J lbs. * * 

Witness."] 1 have not taken any notice of the salmon by their weight; I did not keep 
any account, and cannot say anything about number and weight; we had men paid for 
keeping accounts, and it was not my business; I took notice of “the trout, but not of the 
salmon. 

To Mr. Daniel.'] It is the fishermen get the trout for iheir benefit, and that is the reason 
I took notice of them. We get the trout in addition to the wages. 

To Mr. Ffennell] I would be ashamed to tell you what my wa«es are. My wao-es are 
12 s. a-week, together with my share of the trout. 3 

Mr. Ffennell.] Which is the more valuable, the trout or the wages ?— I clo not think that 
is a fair question. 

John McGettigan, sworn. 



I am a fisherman, 35 or 36 years, and am employed in draughting between this and 
Lifford. I am paid my share of the fish as well as waves. The smallest-sized salmon w- 
catch is from 4 to 5 lbs. ; that is the smallest at first. We very seldom get 3 lbs. and unde-- 
3 lbs. salmon. I saw plenty of you no- salmon go through the legal mesh. Many a time I 
saw the young salmon pass through the present rued). I think this (6-inch) is smaller than 
what we use. I do not think young salmon would pass through that mesh. A trout of 
2 lbs. weight would pass through the 7-inch mesh, and, therefore, a 2 lbs. salmon would 
pass through it. I think a 1 lb. fish would pass through this mesli (6-inch). I have been 
all through receiving the trout as my share. The average weight of the trout that I have 
been getting for the last 30 years is 1 lb. all round. 1 suppose their weight would be near 
1 ib., one with another. 



Mr. Daniel, jun.] He does not say with what net he fished. They have not been in the 
habit of using the 7-inch mesh. Suppose you used the 7-inch mesh, what would be the 
size of the trout?— The smallest trout that would pass freely through a 7-inch mesh would 
be from 3 lbs. to 4 lbs. The trout that we catch in the nets we use“; it takes from five to 
six of them to make a 10 lb. string. 

M: . Ffennell . J I see there is a difficulty in the way of our getting at the truth. It is clear 
that the legal mesh has not been used ; but I wish it to be distinctly understood that no 
advantage will be taken of anything said here. 



Patrick Logue, sworn. 

. I , AM t a . fraught-net fisherman. I get my share of the trout like the others. I don’t 
think it nghttotell the value of the trout I get. I think I ought to know what a 7-inch 
mesh if. A 2 lbs. trout will go through a 7-inch mesh. 

Mr. Ffennell.'] Suppose the net is properly stretched, end that the fish strikes it fairly, 
"ill b^au I, Tf 6d ** t l,tWi “ PaSS thr ° U £ hit; or what is the smallest size that 

Mr. Allen] I do believe that they can give you no evidence that will enlighten you. 

P. Log. ue.] I have been a water-keeper ou the Mourne. I do not know of white trout 
going up there tu June and July; 1 am not there then. 



James Ward, sworn. 

will ° n vt 1 ? iT1! ® sbed tb « a 30 years. 1 know the legal mesh ; trout of « lbs. 
ofthSm bithJ(i Itfre i, ey ' ""r 20 tr0,lt passing you might catch an odd one out 

thisCt seiJon »nT h Ti*' , A . b ' r ° Ut Ti° U v g ° thr0Ug]l the 0 - illch mesl ’- 1 
the nef ™lTb’ 1 C ° uld “ ot g ata ‘™ tat all. I frequently saw the trout passing through 
■hronvhthenJ e" 1011 well as the trout. A salmon of U lbs. will go 

be nv'at I Jv t f n 1 /' grie ’ ed " be " 1 saw the fish passing away from me without 
Se ti 1 T 1 Sne ’ ed that ma s ,er ™ good fish by the 

salmon msSnfjhv 7 nS T' f the 7 - facb mesb - 1 hava *4-ently seen the 
SSH “■ 1 ***** m >’ «”?'»,« »“ a V«t loser by being obliged 

in the m ?”y °f the nets we use, which are said to be 7 inches, are 8 inches 

Mr Tfi i i" ch “. m tbc boso '".- Tbese are the nets this man is speaking of. 
lion thlt the kTiL 1 £7 as an ex P eri f n ced angler, and I wish to express my firm convic- 
=e° n Se sain on ti ^ “ ’T'” 15 '? ^ ured b y tbe “"-capture of the trout. I have 

J tbe sab , reqaently upon the roods, and the trout appearing to feed unon the ova. I 

the tout had S a m m,",nf aS1 f S ll> '“ the beds ’ and iu ‘h^spring I uniformly found that 
“ CL “ fT’y of P ea ,n then- stomach, which must have been take'n out of the 

nv S J 1 ° 7 Tc in t Salmon Ksher y- bat 1 am fittite satisfied, from 

the SaC PUW rj- er ’v a ? d baralg pa,d lllucb attention w the matter, that 
mesh F 7 ° blS d ' Slnct 13 ver y senousl y in J ured b y tte present law as to the 

Mr. Pj emlU It does not appear that the law has been observed. 

said about* Te ™L E l en t,ere “f g " superabundance pf trout; and as to what you 

about the rook., I would excuse the rooks, and take my chance for the insects. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




FISHERIES IN IRELAND. 



1 9 



Wh. Goumley, sworn. 

1 know the 7-inch mesh, and what it is capable of killing. According to the run offish Mesh, 
in these rivers, more fish go through than are captured by the 7-inch mesh. The 6-inch 
mesh will take a trout of li lb.; I think a 1 lb. trout will pass through h. I suppose 
that the fish hits it straight, and that the net is in its proper fishing position. We do not 
take one-third of the trout, now that we did when we used the small mesh. I thiuk the 
trout are as abundant in the river now as they were then. I have seen salmon pass through 
the 7-inch mesh. 1 think more salmon would be taken in that mesh than would pass 
through, but a good many small salmon pass through it, and are lost to the fishery : at. 
least they are not taken. I have seen fish of li lb. pass through the 7-inch mesh, 'but I 
could not say whether it was salmon or trout. It is mv opinion, that some salmon pass 
through the 7-inch mesh. We fish with nets that are above 7 inches. 



Isaac Daniel sworn. 

I am manager of the Foyle Fishery. I am perfectly acquainted with the 7-itich (To Mr. Ffennell.) 
mesh; I have seen no salmon that we usually get that would pass through it. Size of Grilse 
Our grilse are from 3 lbs. to 4 lbs. or 5 lbs. weight, and we get them up to 7 lbs. I captured, 
have scarcely seen any pass through the 7-inch mesh ; that mesh will secure a 
3 lbs. grawl. I would not venture to say it would take anything lower. It will 
secure a grawl down to 3 lbs., but scarce anything beyond it. I would not venture to 
say that it will not capture a ibs. salmon. The 7-inch mesh will take a 2 lbs. trout, 
and something smaller occasionally. I think it will take all the trout of 2 lbs., that is for 
the general fishing. More 1$ lb. trout would go through it than would be caught in it. Trout captured. 
Supposing there were 100 trout, of lJ lb., I am satisfied that not more than a fifth or sixth 
would be taken in the 7-inch mesh. The 7-inch will fairly capture trout down to 2 lbs. 

I think the trout in the Foyle would not average a l lb. I think six ounces would be the Size of Trout. 

average. An immense quantity of small 1 rout come into the Fcyle. I think the 6-inch 

mesh would kill -Jib. trout. Even with the diminished inesh, only a very small part of the 

trout will be caught; in this I am confining myself to white trout. Between Derry 

Bridge and Strabane the trout average six ounces. A 3 lbs. is considered a noble trout, 

and anything over that is the great exception. I would not legalize a net to kill the very 

small fish. The 6-inch mesh would let all the six ounce trout pass through. I would not jiesb. 

like to capture the small trout; I would like to capture anything worth while, but I would 

not like to annihilate the trout altogether; I would, however, keep them down as much as 

possible. The white trout pass up in the Finn in June and July. There is a considerable Angling. 

amount of angling in that river. A sufficient quantity of grawl go up that river to justify 

angling, licenses being taken out. There is some angling upon the Moume, but very little 

upon the Darrig. More white ti out go up the Mourne than up the Finn. There is more 

turf water in the Finn for its extent. I speak of the white trout from the sea. I believe 

they go up as far as Lough Derg. I would adopt a mesh an inch smaller than the present Mesb> 

one, and that would make the law be observed by all. There is a strong feeling against 

the present inesh, and the parties both above and below violate the law, because they feel 

that the regulation is unsuitable to this fishery. I do not think that they would net in the Nets in upper 

fresh water more than they do at present if the net w; re diminished ; in fact they are killing Waters. 

the fish in the upper waters with the small nets in the present state of things. I do not 

think that any in the upper district would take out license for nets on the diminution of the 

mesh, except those that kill the fish at present with the small mesh. There are only two License. 

nets licensed in the upper district, and yet a very large number are used. With the 0-inch 

mesh, enough of fish would pass to the upper district to satisfy the parties there, and ad 

would be satisfied with that mesh, and would have an interest in observing the law, and 

enforcing its observance; as it is no one is satisfied, and no one desires to enforce the law * 

What I would propose would be to have about one-fifth of the net iu the bosom of a 5-inch 
mesli, and the wings of eight inches. The effect of that would be that it would capture a 
fair proportion of the fish, and let a considerable number of the smaller fish escape. 

Mr. Ffennell . j Would not the large as well as the small escape through the 3-mch 
portion, and would not a great many of the small fish be caught in the 5-incli part. 

Mr. Daniel] That, certainly, would be the result. If there is to be a mesh of one size, Mesh. 

I would have the whole net six inches. I believe that such a mesh would allow a fair 
portion of fish to escape to the upper district. I am opposed, for the interest ot the fishery, 
to too close a capture of the fish. 1 think it is sound m policy to give the upper heritors an share of Fish, 
equitable share of the fish ; first, to do justice, and, secondly, to enlist co-ope.ation. I think c rati0B . 
it would be beneficial to the fishery to have the upper proprietors co-operate in the protec- 
tion ; and the giving them a share of the fish ougl.t to have that effect. I consider the 
6-inch mesh would secure this object. I believe this would, be an equitable mesh, and 
would secure the observance of the law ; as it is, the law is evaded, and much smaller 
nets are used than those sought to be sanctioned. I consider the 31st of George 11. was the 
bestfisherv law ever yet passed, and worth all the rest besides. 

Mr. Ffennell said, that probably in the next Session ot Parliament there would be an 
amended and consolidated Fishery Bill introduced ; and he considered it very desirable that 

•Boards 



* Noth— M r. Daniel subsequently withdrew the proposition about the two different meshes in the same 
net and wished it to be expunged from the notes. 
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(To Mr. Ffennell.) 
Upper Waters. 



No Spring Fish. 

Trout. 

Angling. 



Mesh. 



20 PAPERS RELATING TO 

Boards of Conservators should submit such propositions, with reference to the amended law 
as they, after mature deliberation, would recommend as calculated to benefit the fisheries. * 
Mr. Allen expressed his thanks for the suggestion, and said he would brino- the matter 
before the Conservators without delay. 

The meeting then separated, there being no further evidence tendered. 



Strabane. — 14 December 1859. 

Present: Mr. Humphreys (agent to the Marquess of Abercorn'l ; Mr. Allen, Mr. Clarke 
the Messrs. Daniel, and a few other persons. The weather was very inclement, and this’ 
may have prevented a larger attendance. 

Mr, Humphreys drew attention to the obstruction to the upward progress of the fish 
caused by the weir at Sion Mills. It completely destroyed the angling above; but he con- 
sidered it futile to ask the proprietor to erect a fish pass ; this was a matter which should be 
taken in hands by the Board of Conservators or the Commissioners of Fisheries. 

Mr. Ffennell said the Commissioners had a correspondence with the proprietor of these 
mills, who had written to say that he would do everything that was right in the matter 
and he (Mr. Ffennel) intended to remain in Strabane that night for the express purpose 
of seeing the weir, and having an interview with Mr. Herman, upon the arrangements for 
the fish pass. The object of the meeting was to receive evidence respecting an 'application 
made to reduce the size of the mesh to six inches on the round. The'tendency of the 
evidence received yesterday, went to show that the existence of trout in salmon waters was 
an injury to the Salmon Fishery, and that it would be an advantage to take them in conse- 
quence of their devouring 0 va and salmon fry, and also that, in a commercial point of view 
a loss was sustained by the non-capture of the trout. On this subject he would merely 
observe that it was the opinion of some, that for the benefit of the Salmon Fishery it 
was not necessary to destroy the trout, unless they preponderated over the salmon in 
number, and that if the trout were destroyed, the salmon would destroy their own young 
for food. The most serious difficulty in the case appeared to him to arise from the fact that 
as the same size mesh, whatever it was, should be used throughout the whole district, a dimi- 
nution or the mesh would greatly increase the number of net fishers in the upper waters. 

1 ms was a matter for the consideration of those who had the great commercial interest in 
the fishery, and he suggested it as well worthy of their consideration. 

Mr. Clark said, that out of 120 salmon in the Moy, 60 would be of 2 lbs. weight, and as 
Jar as his experience went, there were 20 limes as much trout now in that river as wheu he 
had an interest in it He thought that it would he a great advantage to reduce the mesh, 
anc referred to the Shannon as a case in which the Commissioners had already beneficially 
exercised their powers. J 

Mr. Ffennell explained that the reduction of the mesh in question related only to nets 
tor the capture of pollen, and was altogether restricted to the inland lake of Lough Ree. 
salmon mISS1 ° nerS ^ n ° instanCe “ yet rec!uced the mesh of nets for the capture of 

Mr. Humphreys said lie was sure that the people in the upper waters would be opposed 
to the reduction of the mesh. He then submitted himself for examination. 

William Humphreys, sworn. 

ti 1 m' aSent *? tllC Mi " , ‘)U, ess of Abereom, and a Conservator of fisheries in this district, 
lhe itlarquess has a several fishery extending along six miles of the river. He holds half the 
fishery mthm that extent, and letsntoa tenant named M'Meniman. Itis fished with a draught 
net. mere is no box at present in that fishery, nor has there been in any man’s memory! I 
believe there was one a great many years ago. No person can fish in tile Marquess’s fishery 
without his permission, except in one or two cases where persons have a rMit under old 
leases. 1 am an angler myself. If there be a flood in June, the fishing is then remark- 
f ood ; i f c °, nt Tf? tllr0 “S b July i hut in August the flax-water sickens the fish and 
puts an end to the fishing, balmon and white trout aseend our part of the river. We have 
of T S1 ‘ m r u to 7 lbs. is the average weight of our salmon, and that 
Ynn! Tlf T “1 y ' Tl,e e lrout come “P before the salmon ; that is, early in 

Zk.t ? mn dumharges at Lifford. The Moume and Finn unite before discharging 
iStl ■ Th ? Marquess of Abercorn’s fishery is in the Derg, Mourne, and part of 
JthaE™ T?° n ’-'“ d f ° r ab " U ‘ a mile and a - Mf l 'P- He is joined with Lord Arran 
n t a" not an angling river ; it is dead water. Very few white trout stop 

t ° V l aey v PaSS ,,s ’ and the -' r ?° hi 8 her »P- The great majority of them are 
who fiol, w ‘ " 6n t ^ ey COme to us * ^ere are not many people in our neighbourhood 
andnera'einmill 8 lv o Fjormisston to any person to fish who has got a Ucense. These few, 
reimher wh.J ■? frlend ° f L ° rd " erc ° r "- are tlle °"'v persons who angle there. I 
deXedff ? 1 WM “ 8°od ang'i-g river; but’ the •>carry”at S°on Mill has 
flood y The 1 Sta ‘ e the carr ? the feh caniMt P asa it at all unless in a high 

stops' three about three mtles from Lifford, When the water is scarce the mill 

ns off and Z 1 7 ?” P “ d "P water behi ” d i ‘he water below the carry then all 

iuns ott, and this disturbance is a urea t. ininw to th* ...i .... -L : 



runs off infTihL j- * u y ' "P water Dehlnci ; the water below the carry then all 
uns off, and this disturbance is a great injury to the fishery j the salmon will not rise in such 
lesenting Lord Abereom, and as an angler, and with regard to the angling, I 
immaterial what mesh is ... - 1., ..”1 r 



think i"tis^oiiitp l ^ ent f n ^^ , ° l( j. ADercom > an d as an angler, and with regard to the angling, I 
h Sk would ^ m k d-ff W at ,S used ’ because the tront Straight past us ; but I 

would make a difference to the let fishery. I am aware that the Sunday close time, 

and 
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and the Queen’s share, were established to give the upper proprietors an equitable share of 
ihe fish ; and I regard the principle as a sound and fair one ; but my opinion is, that if the 
Sion Mill-weir was remedied, and the Sunday close time observed, it would not matter to 
Lord Abercorn what mesh was used, so far as the angling is concerned. There is an indication 
of tide in his fishery. I conceive that I would be opposed to making the mesh smaller, but I 
can only speak from mere conjecture as to the effect of the small mesh. I am unable to 
form an opinion as to whether or not it would be improvident to kill the small fish. I am 
unable to say whether or not it would be advantageous to spare the small fish. No doubt 
more fish will escape the large than the small mesh, and the more that escape the fishers 
below, the more will be found above ; but I think if the water above and below were as Protection, 
well protected as Lord Abercorn’s part, the size of the mesh would not matter. I think it 
would not matter if every fish that went up was killed, whether by increased netting or 
otherwise, if the waters were properly protected in the close season. Tnere is not a proper 
staff' of keepers in the close time. The people above are quite apathetic upon the subject of 
protection, there is such a great variety of interests. This may arise from their not getting 
a supply of fish. I cannot answer the question whether or not activity in the matter of pro- 
tection would he induced among the upper people by their getting a greater share of the 
fish. There is such a diversity of proprietors that it is not worth any one’s while to pay 
for protection. In the abstract, I should say that giving the upper people a greater share 
of the fish ought to give them a greater interest in protection, and ought to promote 
activity, but I cannot say that it would here. The great obstacle to the angling is the 
condition of the carry at Sion Mill. There is a great deal of poaching with nets above. I 
suppose there are 150 nets used in the upper waters, while I understand there are but two 
licensed. There cannot be less than from 50 to 100 nets above the Sion Carry. The 
gentlemen along the rivers do not take out license for nets. The 6-inch mesh would 
certainly let a 1- lb. salmon through, and would not kill salmon fry. 

Daniel M'Meniman, sworn. 

I have been a tenant of the Abercorn Fishery since about 1812 ; there were a couple of 
years that I had not it, but I have it 26 years continuously. I pay 74/. a year for the 
fishery. The fish begin to run with me in March or April ; we get but very little in March. 0 f g^-ent of 
We see plenty of spents then ; we don’t, of course, kill the spents. We get a good deal of Salmon, 
trout in the season. The salmon is now more valuable than the trout fishery ; the trout ut 
fishery begins in June, but we may get some before that; we might get a few spring fish, * r0 . u ' 
but it is the young salmon that is the valuable part. The fishing would scarcely pay till s P nn S 13 * 
the young salmon come. The average of the grawls first are about 3 J lbs., very few under Size of Fish- 
3 lbs. I do not fish with the legal mesh, but I know well what it is; I think that a lb. 
and from that to 2 lbs. salmon would go through the 7-inch mesh. I would catch a 
o-ood many of 2 lbs. in the 7-inch mesh. I do not know if it is good economy to let 
the small "fish pass. I think a lbs. should be let live if we were sure of getting him 
a<*ain. I do not know that a smaller grawl than 3 lbs. should be killed, but sure a man is 
„-f a d to get anything. I would be upon the principle that it is all fish that comes to my 
net. It is very rare to see 2J lbs. grawl. Trout in the beginning are from 1 lb. to li lb. Trout. 

The second run begins in July, and their average size is about -Jib. [ think it would not 
do a bit of harm to let the small fish pass if I thought they would come back I think it 
would be a good job to let the J lb. trout escape. I take from 15 /. to 20 /. worth of trout 
in the year, and get from 3 \d. to 8i. a pound for them. I would certainly be for the Mesh, 
small mesh, because I would like to be allowed to catch as much fish as I can. I think the 
small mesh would be better for the whole river. This mesh (5-inch) would not kill a 
o-reat deal of “ gubs” (small trout) ; I think half the gubs would go through it - The 
6-inch mesh would not kill the gubs at all. I see the salmon fry going down in April 
and May; all the fry would certainly pass through the 6-inch mesh. A salmon fry is 
about the length of my finger. I am not acquainted with the upper waters. The police 
never take any notice of the illegal nets. You might not get one grawl in the season of 
2 \ lbs. 

John Anderson; sworn. 

I am a rod fisherman on the Finn, above Ballybofey; I am an angler these 20 years. Angling. 

We used to get salmon, but we have scarcely got any for the last few years ; I used to get 

from 20 to 30 in a season ; now we get about five or six in June, July and August. These 

are the grawl : some white trout go up there. I think they are getting less trout now than 

they used. Last summer was particularly bad ; before that, I suppose, I would get six: 

trout in a day ; the trout run from 2 lbs. to 2 J lbs. I used a net only last year ; it was under Net Fishing. 

the authority of Captain Styles; I caught about 24 or 25 salmon, and about 150 white 

trout. About the middle of J une we get white trout, and from that back we get the salmon. 

There is only one net used there ; that was used before me by the same authority ; Captain 
Styles frets, as rent, 1 cwt. of fish. There is a fishing-box at Killygordan, nine miles from 
Strabane ; one box only. I used a net of smaller mesh than this (7-inch) ; I do not know 
the legal mesh. The net I got I used; it was handed over to me. I have got them fined 
three times for fishing in the box on Sunday. I think it would not make much odds to Mesh, 
reduce the size of the mesh. I am Mr. Cornwall’s keeper; he is desirous that I should 
get a water-keeper’s warrant. 

Mr. Daniel undertakes that the warrant shall be given. 

400. C 3 
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James Reynolds; sworn. 

I AM in Sir Edward Hayes’ employment; lie has a fishery in the Finn at Drutnbo- I 
was directed by him to come here to object to the small mesh. I am an angler ; I think 
the large mesh would be better, because it would let some sport up to us ; I = do not ano-l e 
for trout ; we never fish any in Sir Edward Hayes’ fishery. I went out once to fish and 
I never bothered it since. I am not aware of any persons angling in Sir E. Hayes’ water- 
there is no fishery there. I believe salmon go up, for they are caught by Captain Styles’ 
who is above us ; there are splendid holes there, but I never saw any fish in them. Captain 
Styles is about miles above us. I caught nothing the day I went out, and then I did 
not go out any more. No one fishes in this fishery. Sir Edward objects to the change in 
the mesh. ‘ 

Mr. Clarke .] My decided impression is, that the trout are preponderating over the salmon 
and that if the 6-inch mesh be granted, the law will be carried out, and the upper proprietors 
will get more trout than they do now. 

Mr. Ffennell . ] I cannot, of course, tell whether the application will be acceded to or not 
by the Commissioners; I cannot say what the decision may be, but if it were in favour of 
granting the application, the change could only he effected by means of a bye-law, and the 
publication and legal steps connected with this will take, at the least, six months* after its 
approval by the Lord Lieutenant in Council. 

I make this observation, in order to guard against an undue expectation of the change 
being rapidly effected, if the Commissioners should consider it right to comply with thp 
application. J 

Mr. Daniel then handed in portions of nets of the 7, 6, and 5-inch mesh, and the meeting 
terminated. n 

,, , (signed) M. P. Broplm. 

24 December 1859. J 



T j- , , , , Londonderry, 25 February 1860. 

before thp - le Bo fif CoDservators to request you will again fetch 

th/s°Board on a n'l 1 ’ 6 ™ 8 the sub j ect of a unanimous resolution of 

nets and belt f *87' ,ast ’ ”&*** tbe ° f mesh of salmon 
parino- thlet ' P °! Slble > ” ext week > as the time is now at hand for pre- 

Sltv ofth/n TT S SeaS ° n ’ rad the Conservators, feeling strongly the 
possible f h P P ° Sed lange ’ aredesirous “ sb °uld be introduced as soon as 

I am, &c. 

E. Hornsby, Esq. (signed) John Rankin, Clerk. 



g},. u ®ce of Public Works, Dublin, 

deJry DfeSIhlVthlltrf l in t oma ‘ ion the Cons^Vrf ?he London- 
tthe lief of nets rard >. > a ™g taken the proposed reduction in the size 

no tlltok that at nr IT t COaS1 * mt '°°' ha ™ ““0 to the resolution that they do 

as bfwesShiiS any ' at,0n Sh0Ult ' be made in the « f “>e mesh 

• « : f“ rtb f r a PP eMS to the Board, that the habit of paying the men emnioved 
m fishing by the trout caught i s injudicious, and injuries to the “shery P ” 

I am, kc. 

John Rankin, Esq, Derrv (signed) Edwrt. Hornsby, 

“ Secretary . 



River Fofe ne?s wdl \ b ff° W ? d t0 uae ' >Le capture of salmon in the 
K ifis of much Zn, me5hes .of 5 inches instead of 7 inches in the round. 

disfiet t ha th • ™PT n “ ‘° tl,e lntereit uf “to Salmon Fisheries of this 
d,at„ct that this perm, ss, on should be granted by the Board than I can explain 

b y 
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by letter. However, I feel confident that it lias been proved to Mr. FfennelPs 
satisfaction, in his late investigation here, that there are particular circumstances 
connected with this district which render a departure from the fixed rule of the 
7-inch mesh more necessary for the welfare of the Salmon Fisheries here than in 
any other district in Ireland, and I am sure Mr. Ffennell will certify this to be 
the fact. 

I have explained to Mr. Brady, in his late visit to this district, the more 
recent peculiar circumstances connected with this case, and have requested him 
to explain the same to the Board. 

I am, Ac. 

Edward Hornsby, Esq., (signed) Robert Alien. 

Secretary, 

Board of Works. 



400. 
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COPY of' Applications made to the Commis- 
sioners of Fisheries in Ireland, by the Board 
of Conservators or other Persons in the Dis- 
tricts of Ballina and Londonderry , to reduce 
the size of the Meshes of Nets used for the 
Capture of Trout, and of the Records of any 
Proceedings taken thereon ; &c. 



(Mr. Butt.) 
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